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Since the establishment in 1948, the state of Israel has sought peace with its neighbors through direct negotiations. However, its efforts to reach out for peace and to open direct channels of dialogue were not met by similar efforts on the Arab side. Until the 1991 Madrid conference, only Egypt had accepted Israel's offer to negotiate face to face. Egyptian president Anwar Sadat accepted Prime Minister Begin's invitation for dialogue, and the two countries embarked a bilateral negotiation, which led to the 1978 Camp David Accord and the 1979 Israel-Egypt peace treaty.
The breakup of the Soviet Union and the Gulf War produced a change in the basic political order of the Middle East, prompting the Arab world to reassess its attitude toward Israel and to enter into negotiations to build a new future for the Middle East.
In October 1991, a conference was convened in Madrid to start direct peace talks. Subsequently, bilateral negotiations were conducted between Israel and Syria, Lebanon, Jordan and the Palestinians, as well as multilateral talks on key regional issues.
This negotiation led foundation for peace treatment between Israel and Jordan, as well as the peace process between Israel and the Palestinians. But still, since then, the disagreement between Israel and the Palestinians has not been solved.
Today, the sticking points between Israel and the Palestinian still provoke to the ongoing conflict. This paper try to describe the main problems between the two parties, their claims, the options of resolution, and probably, the way to embark on the right path for peace agreement. 
ISRAELI-PALESTINIAN CONFLICT: MAIN STICKING POINTS IN THE CONFLICT, SUGGESTIONS FOR OPTIONAL SOLUTION
"For too long, the citizens of the Middle East have lived in the midst of death and fear. The hatred of a few holds the hopes of many hostages. The forces of extremism and terror are attempting to kill progress and peace by killing the innocent. And this casts a dark shadow over an entire region. For the sake of humanity, things must change in the Middle East"
1 .
CONFLICT HISTORY.
The conflict between Palestinian Arabs and Jews is a modern phenomenon, which began around the turn of the 20 th century. Although these two groups have different religions (Palestinians include Muslims, Christians and Druses), religious differences are not the cause of the conflict. It is essentially a struggle over land. Until 1948, the area that both groups claimed was known internationally as Palestine. But following the war of 1948-49, this land was divided into three parts: the state of Israel, the West Bank (of the Jordan river) and the Gaza Strip.
This is a small area: approximately 10.000 square miles, or about the size of the state of
Maryland. The competing claims are not reconcilable if one group exercises exclusive political control over the total territory.
Jewish claims to this land are based on the biblical promise to Abraham and his descendants, on the fact that this was the historical site of the Jewish Kingdom of Israel (which was destroyed by the Roman Empire), and on Jews' need for a haven from European antiSemitism. Palestinian Arabs' claims to the land are based on continuous residence in the country for hundreds of years and the fact that they represented the demographic majority. They reject the notion that a biblical-era kingdom constitutes the basis for a valid modern claim. If
Arabs engaged the biblical argument at all, they maintain that since Abraham's son Ishmael is the forefather of the Arabs, then God's promise of the land to the children of Abraham includes Arabs as well. They do not believe that they should forfeit their land to compensate Jews for Europe's crimes against them.
In the 19th century, following a trend that began earlier in Europe, people around the world began to identify themselves as nations and to demand national rights, foremost the right to self-rule in a state of their own (self-determination and sovereignty). Jews and Palestinians both began to develop national consciousness, and mobilized to achieve national goals.
Because Jews were spread across the world, their national movement, Zionism, entailed the identification and settlement. Palestine seemed the logical and optimal place, since this was the site of Jewish origin. The Zionist movement began in 1882 with the first wave of European The war left the Arab world stunned and the Palestinians split into 3 main groups 5 :
• Shortly after the current intifada began, an international fact-finding commission headed by former Senator George Mitchell recommended a cease-fire; confidence-building measures including a settlement freeze, and renewed peace talks. CIA director George Tenet was then dispatched to broker a cease-fire, which failed to take hold.
In A Palestinian state will never be created by terror -it will be built through reform. Reform must be more than cosmetic change, or veiled attempt to preserve the status quo. The reform will require entirely new political and economic institutions, based on democracy, market economics and action against terrorism.
Israel should support the emergence of a Palestinian state, to begin withdrawing from the occupied territories as reform is implemented -to positions they held prior to September 2000.
Israel settlement activity in the occupied territories must stop.
Israel has a large stake in the success of a democratic Palestine. Permanent occupation threatens Israel's identity and democracy. A stable, peaceful Palestinian state is necessary to achieve the security that Israel needs.
Today, Palestinian authorities are encouraging, not opposing, terrorism. This is unacceptable. The US will not support the establishment of a Palestinian state until its leaders engage in a sustained fight against the terrorists and dismantle their infrastructure. This will require an externally supervised effort to rebuild and reform the Palestinian security services.
The security must have clear lines of authority and accountability and a unified chain of command 10 .
STICKING POINTS, ENDS, WAYS AND MEANS OF BOTH SIDES.
Under the milestone Oslo agreement in 1993 between Israel and the Palestinians, the process of disagreement was divided into several stages to last for seven years. Jerusalem was relegated to the last phase, the "final status" talks which are also to tackle other thorny issuesPalestinian refugees, Jewish settlements, security arrangements, and borders.
JERUSALEM.
It is a city with no river, no major airport, not much industry, little strategic significance and too little water. Yet of all the issues separating Jews and Palestinians, none approaches these fired by Jerusalem.
The former mayor of Jerusalem, Ehud Olmert, said, "Jerusalem is the core of Jewish existence. This is everything that constitute the raison d'etre of the Jewish existence". For Israelis and Jewish people, Jerusalem is the city of David, the site of the great temples around which their religion developed, the spiritual home to which Jews vowed to "return next year" through millennia of dispersion, the spot where the Messiah will arrive.
Jerusalem, argue the Jews, is the only capital their nation ever had, and it was never a capital for any others.
For the Israelis, the capture of the Old City and the sacred Western Wall in 1967 was a moment of profound religious and national importance and significant.
For the Palestinians, their displacement in Jerusalem served only to make the city into the 
Israeli Position.
Jerusalem is far and away the holiest city for Jews. Israelis consider the whole of Jerusalem to be the symbolic heart of their state. Israel claims Jerusalem as its capital, though most countries instead recognize Tel Aviv as the seat of government. For most Israelis, the option of partitioning the city again is totally unacceptable.
Palestinian Position.
Jerusalem is Islam's third-holiest city and the idealized future capital of the Palestinian state. Palestinian historical and religious claims on parts of the city are deeply rooted. But
Yasser Arafat has recently suggested that East Jerusalem could serve as the compromise capital.
REFUGEES.
As Israel has hundreds of settlements and permitted hundreds of thousands of its own Jewish citizens to move to the West Bank and Gaza ( figure 2,3) , despite this constituting a breach of international law. Israel has justified the violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention and other international laws governing military occupation of foreign territory on the grounds that the West Bank and the Gaza Strip are not technically "occupied" because they were never part of the sovereign territory of any state. Therefore, according to this interpretation, Israel is not a foreign "occupier" but a legal "administrator" of territory whose status remains to be determined.
The international community has rejected the Israeli official position that the West Bank and Gaza are not occupied, and has maintained that international law should apply there 14 .
During the course of the last year, Israel has constructed a new "separation fence"
between itself and the occupied territories in the West Bank. Israel believes that this is merely a security fence aimed at keeping Palestinian suicide bombers out of Israel and enhancing public safety. The fence could be, potentially, a future political border, and it is a symbol of the ultimate physical separation of Israeli and Palestinian territories. Some of the sections of the fence do not run along the Green Line (figure 1) -the administrative boundary formally used to separate
Israel from the West Bank since 1949. In some places, the fence has been pushed a few miles east to include on the Israeli side as many Israeli settlements as possible. The Palestinians claim that the fence is much more than a physical construction. It radiates a message to those who are excluded and tell them categorically, "You belong there, and we belong here". 15 More then that, they claim that the line of the fence could be, consequently, the border of the future Palestinian state, and it created unilaterally, by Israel. In the past, when Israel was smaller and weaker than today they couldn't do it, so how would they defeat Israel today? Moreover, each country from the Arab states has a different interest and this phenomenon interdicts the unified objective.
ASSESSMENT
It should be a solution of the conflict only if the both parties would recognize that the situation, which prevails today in the region, is leading to a dead-end. Resolution of this conflict could reflect all over the Middle East, and it could bring peace and tranquility for one of the most complex region over the world. It could reflect on prolong religious struggle between Jews and Arabs. Both sides pay an expensive price along the bloody discord -human life.
Therefore, both sides should pursue, hand in hand, to the third outcome -Two states living side by side.
The "road map", combined with "Geneva Accord", with a mutual commitment and obligation to get rid of the terror groups, are an answer to resolve the problems. Actually, both sides know that the alternative is worse for both of them. In the context of two independent states, an agreed resolution of all the issues is necessary for achieving a just, comprehensive and lasting peace between them. It will also be central in stability building and development in the region.
The solution for the sticking issues could be a patchwork with agreement and compromises:
Jerusalem: A Holy City for all religions. The sides would commit to safeguard the character, holiness, and freedom of worship in the city. It could be a capital of the two states.
The parties would establish an inter-faith body to act as a consultative body on religious matters. The municipal city would be conducted by an international group including members of Israel, Palestinian, US, and other, as the parties agreed 16 . Only mutual trust, understanding, dignity and good willing of peace relationship could put an end to decades of confrontation and conflict, and to live in peaceful coexistence. If the parties would be induced to build trust relation between the leaders and people, it would be a good base for the ongoing peace process.
Refugees
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